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TELEPHONES AND CHALLENGES 


I started out to write a scholarly type editori- 
al. I nearly got it finished, and then the phone 
rang. My secretary answered it. 

"Mr. O'Harrow, please!" came a female voice. 
"Mr. X wishes to speak to him." 
My secretary signaled me. 
"Hello?" 

"Mr. O'Harrow?" asked the female voice. 

"Right!" 

"Just a moment, Mr. X wishes to speak to you.” 

There were some clicking noises and a noticeable 
Then another voice, mile and bored. 

"Yes?" 

"Hello!" I said. 

"Yes?" 

"This is O'Harrow. Your girl... ." 

"Oh yes, O'Harrow. Good of you to call. 

this. . . ." and he got down to business. 

This finished any scholarly type thoughts I might 
have had. For the next twenty minutes I plotted 
carefully how I would handle the next guy who pulled 
this Miss Jones-will-you-get-me-0O'Harrow routine. 

There is a story, which I believe, of how the 
secretaries of two self-important squirrel-brains 
struggled for an hour and seven minutes, each trying 
to finesse the other girl's boss into being the first 
one to pick up the phone. Finally one girl triumphed 
and the other one, of course, resigned in disgrace. 

While speaking about telephones, I should like 
further to register a protest against any type of 
telephone selling. We built a house. First week 
after we moved in, there came a telephone call. 

"Mr. O'Harrow?" 

"Yes?" 

"Mr. O'Harrow, I have called to tell you that 
we have selected your house to demonstrate our new 
material -- Glamour Brick. We will cover your house 
completely with the thrilling new siding -- you won't 
recognize it!" 

I can usually spot these telephone hucksters now, 
including the females with the seductive voices. I 
have a very coarse vocabulary that I use on them, and 
at least I don't get two calls from the same person. 


I picked up my phome. 


wait. 


Now 
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The telephone is a wonderful invention. Without 
it we should.not have had the research which gave us 
the transistor, which has made it so much easier to 
have portable radios on public beaches. 

Think of all that you can get free, or practi- 
cally free, over the telephone. If you have a 
question just call up someone who might know the 
answer and ask him. This way you don't have to mke 
an appointment, you don't have to travel to see the 
expert, you don't have to pay any sort of fee -- you 
get it all for the price of a phone call. 

I suppose that the calls to Dr. Paul Dudley 
White for free diagnosis have increased a lot since 
he achieved fame as the President's physician. There 
is a lot of satisfaction for the person called also, 
even if it doesn't exactly fatten the exchequer. It 
breaks up the monotony of the day. 

I don't want to depress the market quotations 
on A.T. & T., so I'll just say a word about challeng- 
ing jobs. We get a lot of requests for planners in 
which the would-be employer emphasizes wistfully 
the "challenge" and "opportunity" that the job 
presents. We need a little frankness here. 

There may be one planning job out of twenty 
which is not challenging -- not an opportunity. But 
it is so rare that the job is not challenging that it 
becomes redundant to mention it. I sympathize with 
those employers that offer decent salaries and talk 
about "challenge" in the hope of stirring up a little 
more interest. However, I don't sympathize with the 
outfit that hopes to substitute "challenge" for 
adequacy in salary. Do you expect to pay less for 
a Cadillac because you're not a millionaire? 

Some of these days we're going to run an ad 
about like the following: 

Senior planner -- salary $6,000 to $10,000, de- 
pending on how badly you want the job. Duty is 
completely routine, the city is in a coma and en- 
joying it. No decisions to make, nobody to supervise. 
Only responsibility is to prepare forms to approve 
whatever the law says the planning commission must 
approve. Definitely no challenge to this job. 

I'll bet that ad will get a lot of responses. 








SAN FRANCISCO 














ALBERTA NEW TOWNS ACT 


What is believed to be the first new towns act 
in North America has been passed by the provincial 
government of Alberta, Canada and is already in 
effect. (Chapter 39, Laws of 1956, Province of 
Alberta. Available from Queen's Printer, Edmonton; 
15 cents.) Since the law was approved in March, 
three applications have been received for establish- 
ment of such towns. One is for a satellite to the 
city of Edmonton and the other two are for towns in 
unsettled areas of the province near the Pembina 
oilfields. 

The law provides that the lieutenant governor 
in council of the province, upon recommendation of 
the Provincial Planning Advisory Board, may declare 
any area of the province, including an existing 
village or town, to be a new town, describe its 
boundaries, and set a date upon which the establish- 
ment of the new town is to be effective. 

All applications for new towns are sent to the 
Provincial Planning Advisory Board, which after in- 
vestigations and public hearings, recommends for or 
against establishment of the town. 

If establishment is approved, the lieutenant 
governor in council appoints a board of administrators 
for the town, which becomes a corporate body and is 
responsible for financing, planning, and public 
utilities relating to health matters. The chairman 
of the board is the chief executive of the new town 
and as such has all the rights, duties, privileges, 
and powers of the mayor of a tow. 

A board of administrators has powers of con- 
demetion; may issue debentures and may spend money 
for any purpose for which a city council is authorized 
so to do; enter into agreements with private owners 
of land within the new town site in regard to sub- 
divisim of land, provisim of utilities and services, 
the price of lots, and the methods by which land 
will be offered for sale; and may provide temporary 
housing for new residents and construction workers 
for the town. 

Planning must be done by professional consult- 
ants, or the Provincial Planning Advisory Board may 
require that it be done by the staff of the provin- 
cial board or by a district planning commission that 
has jurisdiction in the area. Until plans for the 
development of the town are approved by the provincial 
board, a board of administrators cannot undertake 
. @ny part of the development of the town. 

Up to a million dollars may be appropriated 
from the general revenue fund of the province to 
assist a new town in its development. The money may 
be in the form of a grant or a 40-year loan. 

The legislation is based in part on the British 
New Towns Act and in part on the Province of Ontario's 
law dealing with the establishment of townsites in 
unorganized territory. 





SENATOR SOAPER SAYS: "If you can't find a job 
that involves doing nothing at all, the next best 
thing is to be employed in an advisory capacity 
for the formation of a Master Plan." 

From the Louisville Courier-Journal, February 11. 














PUNCH CARDS AND PUBLICITY 


The myriad statistics collected on subdiv- | 
ision activities can be useful information for 
both city officials and the public -- if they 
have been recorded in such & way as to make then | 
readily accessible and easily summarized. 

Different systems that planning agencies 
can use to keep their statistics -- punch cards, 
work sheets, file cards -- and how they can 
report on such data so it is easily understood 
by the layman is the subject of the Jume PLANNING 
ADVISORY SERVICE Information Report, Recording 
and Reporting Statistics on Subdivision Activity 
(No. 87). 

Samples of recording methods are reproduced 
with the report, and numerous iliustrations 
showing how such statistics are publicized by 
local planning agencies are included. 

PLANNING ADVISORY SERVICE is available on 
an annual subscription basis, rates for which 
will be given by ASPO upon request. 








U.S. DELEGATES TO IFHTP CONGRESS 


At least a dozen delegates from the Unite 
States will attend the Vienna congress of the Inter. 
national Federation for Housing and Town Plannin 
July 22 to 28. 

Among those who have made reservations are ASP) 
Executive Director Dennis O'Harrow, who is the Unitei 
States representative on the IFHTP Bureau; Charles 
S. Ascher, New York; Walter F. Bogner, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts; Jacob L. Crane, Annapolis, Maryland; 
Carl Feiss, Washington, D. C.3; John R. Fugard ani 
D. E. Mackelmann, Chicago; Candido Oliveras, Santurce, 
Puerto Rico; Rafael Pico, San Juan, Puerto Rico 
Hugh R. Pomeroy, White Plains, New York; Mrs. Shirley 
F. Weiss, Chapel Hill, North Carolina; Richard J, 
Wengraf, New City, New York; and Edward B. Wilkens, 
New Brunswick, New Jersey. 


ANYONE FOR HAWAI!? 


Two Hawaii tours following the ASPO Conference 
in San Francisco next March have been arranged j 
United Air Lines. Round trip by air coach, inclué- 
ing six days and nights at the Princess Kaiulan 
Hotel at Waikiki Beach, costs $314. For a 15-day 
vacation, including nine days and ten nights an 
inter-island trips, going by air coach and returm 
ing on the S. S. Lurline, the cost is $504 and w, 
depending on ship accommodatias. The prices quoted 
above are minimum rates per person for double acca 
modations. 

Departure time for both trips is 8:30 a.” 
on Friday, March 22 (the day following the ASM 
post-conference field trip in the San Francisco 
Oakland area). The short trip ends in San Fran 
cisco March 29. The 15-day air-sea trip bring 
vacationers back to Los Angeles on April 6. 

Complete information on the trips, as well 
as reservation forms, will be sent to all member 
this fall. 


ASPO Newsletter 



































liv- | 

for | 
they 
them 


cies 
rds, 
can 
tood 
NING 
ding 
vity 


uced 
ions 


ference 
nged by 
inclué- 
pBiulani 

15-day 
hts ani 
return 
and up, 
; quotel 
> accdl- 


30 a” 
he ASP 
ne isco 
n_Fran- 
a 


as well 


members 





PHILADELPHIA PLANNING EXHIBIT 


The lercest permanent exhibit om city 
planning in the United States was opened 
in May in Philadelphia. At the same 
time, & program to attract business and 
professional groups, community organiza- 
tions, service and women's clubs, and 
school children to visit the exhibit in 
the Commercial Museum has been arranged. 

The $250,000 exhibit, expected to 
attract a million visitors a year, is 
sponsored by the Citizens' Council on 
City Planning, the Philadelphia City 
Planning Commission, and the Board of 
Trade and Conventions. The citizens 
council is responsible for programming 
the use of the exhibit by various groups. 
Activities include morning and afternoon 
school programs and luncheon and evening 
tours and meetings by community groups, 
women's clubs, and professional organ- 
izations. Space is provided for meetings 
of such groups. 

Three-dimensional models, integrated 
sound, and shifting illumination have 
been used in making up the 15,000-foot 
display. 

The center section of the Phila- 


delphia exhibit is designed to illus- 
trate the processes and aims of compre- 
hensive planning. There are five large 
panels that deal with the major factors 
of planning that affect the citizens 
of Philadelphia: (1) population; (2) 
housing and neighborhood environment; 


Albert M. Greenfield, chairman of the Philadelphia City Planning 
Commisston, ts pointing to that part of the Philadelphia Panorama 
that shows the downtown area of the city. The revolving display 
Shows Philadelphia today on one side and the city as planned for 
1982 on the other. Left toright in the picture, besides Mr. Green- 
field, are David Marder, director of the Commercial Museum; John 
LaCerda, secretary of the Citizens Committee for the Philadelphia 
Panorama; and Oskar Stonorov, architect and designer of the exhibit. 


(3) places of employment; (4) recreation facili- 
ties; and (5) transportation. 

A photo-mosaic map of the city shows how cap- 
ital improvement programs have benefited the city 
in the past, and the current program -- 1956-1961 -- 
is mpped in detail. The displays are so large that 
visitors can locate their own homes. Several smaller 
models show current projects, such as the new inter- 
national airport and the Schuykill Expressway. 

One part of the display, in three dimensions, 
shows how the Philadelphia area will appear in 1982, 
if planning programs now proposed are carried out. 
It also points up the need for regional planning 
in the Philadelphia area. 

Another part is a model of downtown Philadelphia, 
which has separately spotlighted panels that flip 
over to show improvements proposed for the area. 

The history of the development of the city is 
shom in another section through a series of illun- 
inated panels. One part shows the city's develop- 
ment from 1872 to the present. A second part shows 
& healthy neighborhood in 1840, how the same neigh- 
borhood deteriorated into a slum, and, finally, 
the work being done by public agencies to restore 
the neighborhood. Still another part, which uses a 
Pendulum device, shows how blight spreads through- 
out the city and what must be done to halt it. 

A feature of the exhibit will be models of 
neighborhoods built by school children, which will 
be put on display from time to time. 
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Congress has voted an appropriation of $1 mil- 
lion for 4 national housing inventory to be started 
in the fall of 1956. Through a sample enumeration, 
information will be gathered on the nation as a 
whole and on 35 large metropolitan areas. The in- 
ventory will show the number and characteristics 
of dwelling units in existence and the gains and 
losses through new construction and withdrawals since 
1950, when the last housing census was made. 


The District of Columbia is considering a pro- 
vision in its proposed new zoning ordinance that 
would require deadlines of 10 or 15 years for certain 
seriously nonconforming uses. For instance, a manu- 
facturing use in a residence district would have to 
be discontinued within 10 years; a dwelling ina 
light manufacturing district within 15 years. Con- 
gressional approval of the provision would be re- 
quired, although it would not be for other proposals 
in the ordinance. 


Detroit has adopted a new performance type 
building code, which has been in the making since 
1952. It is based on the Basic Building Code of 
the Building Officials Conference of America. 
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PLANNING IN PRINT 


Four new local planning periodicals have either 
made their appearance in recent months or soon will -- 
in New York City, Charleston County, South Carolina, 
Toronto Township in Cooksville, Ontario, Canada, and 
in Albuquerque. 

The Newsletter of the Department of City Plan- 
ning in New York, in addition to reporting m progress 
of public improvement programs and zoning develop- 
ments, publishes economic and other pertinent data. 
It is a four-page printed publication. 

Charleston County's Report of Planning Activity 
is sent to members of the Citizens Advisory Committee 
to the planning board, and to "other interested 
persons." The report, which is mimeographed, des- 
cribes current program activities of the staff, act- 
ivities of other agencies of particular significance 
to community planning, and planning articles of 
special interest. 

Commmnity, the newsletter of the Toronto Township 
Planning Board, covers timely and important planning 
subjects and reprints articles from other publi- 
cations. It also is mimeographed. 

The Albuguerque Plan, soon to be issued, will 
come out monthly. It will cover planning develop- 
ments in the city and the work of the planning 
department. Distribution will be to representatives 
of key civic and citizen organizations in the city, 
who are interested in planning. 

Meanwhile, Chicago's Plans and Progress, which 
has been published irregularly, became a monthly 
with the June issue. It also is twice the size of 
the old publication and has a new format, using 
color and two-colum makeup. New features include 
a calendar of planning events, personnel changes, 
and listings of new publications. 





BETTMAN FOUNDATION SCHOLARSHIPS 


The Alfred Bettman Foundation has announced 
the award of its Harvard University scholarships in 
planning for the 1956-1957 academic year, as well 
as grants-in-aid to students at other schools. 

The scholarships at Harvard will go to Gwendolyn 
K. Druyor, Bruce E. Howlett, and Loretta Schaeffer. 
The grants-in-aid will go to Sigurd Grava, Columbia 
University; Eliahu Romanoff, University of Florida; 
E. Y. Galantay, Miami University; Jerrold A. Moore, 
Georgia Institute of Technology; and Bernard J. 
Frieden, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 


NIEMAN FELLOWS TO STUDY PLANNING 


Two of the 11 newspapermen selected to receive 
Nieman fellowships for the 1956-1957 academic year 
will study planning. 

Harold Vincent Liston, Jr., city editor of the 
Daily Pantagraph, Bloomington, Illinois; and Marvin 
Davis Wall, reporter for the Columbus Ledger, Colun- 
bus, Georgia, will study city planning, along with 
other subjects, during their year at Harvard Univer- 
sity. 

The Nieman fellowships, given annually to news- 
paper men for advanced study at Harvard, hoor Lucius 
H. Nieman, founder of The Milwaukee Journal. 
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ANNUAL REPORTS 


Planning Progress 1955. Bucks County Planning Co 
mission, 50 North Main Street, Doylestown, Pennsy] 
vania. 1955. 


Report of Activities 1955. Chicago Plan Commissiq, 
City Hall, Chicago 2. 1956. 


Annual Report 1955. Columbus City Planning Commis. 
sion, City Hall, Columbus 15, Ohio. 1955. 


Comprehensive Zoning in Denver -- First Year. Depart. 
ment of Zoning Administration, 476 Mmicipal Building, 
Denver, Colarado. 1956. 

So far as our recards show, this annual report 
of a zoning department is unique. 
well written and a most interesting document. 





Housing and Community Development in Detroit --;| 
Review of Activities, July 1954-October 1955. Detroit 
Housing Commission, 409 Griswold Street, Detroit 26, 
1955. 


Annual Report, 1954. Detroit Metropolitan Ara 
Regional Planning Commission, 800 Cadillac Squan 
Building, Detroit 26. 1955. 





Annual Report 1955. Lorain County Regional Plannin 
Commission, 31-32 Turner Block, Elyria, Ohio. 19%, 


Annual Report 1954-55. Air Pollution Control Dis 
trict, County of Los Angeles, 434 South Pedro Street, 
Los Angeles 13. 1956. 


Second Annual Report, 1955. Planning and Redevelop- 
ment Office, Mmicipal Building, Middletown, Connecti- 


cut. 1955. 


1955 Annual Review. Board of Public Land Commis. 
sioners, 155 East Kilbourn Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin. 1955. 





Annual Report, 1954-1955. City Planning Commissia, 
Room » City Hall, Oakland 12, California. 195). 


Planning Progress, 1954-55. Richmond City Planniy 
Commission, 217 Governor Street, Richmond 19, Vir 
ginia. 1955. 


Annual Report, 1954-1955. City Plaming Commissia, 


Room 308 City Hall, Sacramento, California. 1955. 


ist Annual Report and Planning Objectives. Somers¢ 
County Planning Board, County Administration Building, 
Somerville, New Jersey. 1955. 





Progress Report 1955. Suffolk Coumty Planning Board, 
31 Oak Street, Patchogue, New York. 1955. 


Annual Report 1955. Syracuse City Plaming Commis- 
sim, 211 Mast Water Street, Syracuse 2. 1956. 


Annual R for the Fiscal Year Ended J 10 


National a Housing Authority, Washington 25, 
D.C. 1956. 


ASPO Newslette 
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With the boom in subdivision activity in the 
postwar period, the problem of how local public 
officials can acquire sufficient sites for schools 
and recreation areas to serve their growing popula- 
tions has become more and more complex. In same areas 
they have been successful in persuading subdividers 
to provide them. In others they have been able to 
require, by local or state law, that subdividers (1) 
reserve land, which the school authorities then buy; 
(2) dedicate land outright; or (3) pay a fee in lieu 
of dedication of land. However, in some areas the 
constitutionality of such laws has been challenged 
and in some cases they have been ruled against. 

A variety of legal and persuasive methods have 
recently been used to get necessary sites: 

In New York State, town planning boards are 
operating under general authorization in the Town 
Law to require fees or dedications from subdividers 
for parks and playgrounds. The state comptroller, 
asked for an opinion, said: 

"A town planning board my, where special cir- 
cumstances exist, require a subdivider to deposit a 
specific sum of mmey per acre . . . in separate play- 
ground and parks fumds . . . in lieu of requiring the 
subdivider to set aside land area. Such situation 
must be a reasonable one... 

"In proper cases a town planning board may set 
aside land areas for park and playground areas so 
long as not unreasonable or capricious." 

The Washington state legislature in 1955 passed 
an amendment that requires city, town, and county 
authorities to ". . . see that appropriate provision 
is made in the plat or subdivision for streets and 
other public ways, parks, playgrounds, sites for 
schools and school grounds. .. ." 

The effect of the law is questiomble, however. 
The attorney general, asked far an opinion on whether 
“appropriate provision" means that a donatim of prop- 
erty is required or whether the owner must merely hold 
the property available for purchase, replied that the 
law requires neither and that property for schools and 
school grounds m&y only be acquired by eminent domain. 

The director of a local planning agency in the 
state, commenting on the effect of the law and the 
opinion, said that some schools had greater success 
in getting sites gratis, at nominal cost, or at least 
reserved, prior to the law and the opinion. 

Supervisors of Multnomih County, Oregm last year 
voted to require $37.50 a lot from each subdivider 
for parks. Previously, when the Portland city plan- 
ning commission had jurisdiction over subdivisions 
within a five-mile radius of the city, builders had to 
give the county 5 per cent of their land for parks. 
Local builders say they prefer the fee systen. 

The Louisville and Jeffersm County Planning and 
Zoning Camission attempts to get school officials and 
subdividers together if it believes a school site 
should be reserved, but the reservatim is contingent 
upon purchase by the s¢hool board. A policy of re- 
quiring land developers to dedicate playground sites 
Was abandoned in 1954 because the planning commission 
concluded that such dedications must conform to a 
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SCHOOL AND PARK SITES IN NEW SUBDIVISIONS 


master plan for schools, parks, and recreation areas, 
which did not then exist. Subsequently a plan was 
prepared but has not yet been adopted. Meanwhile, 
subdividers are asked to provide space voluntarily. 

In Southfield Township, Michigan the township 
and school district boards in March voted to ask 
builders to contribute $200 for each house they build, 
if they build two or more. The resolution does not 
force builders to pay the fee but one of the township 
trustees said "levying the tax outright is the next 
move after we have talked to them." 

Nankin Township, Michigan, also faced with a 
school crisis, in March issued a warning that it my 
ban new building permits if subdividers did not "im- 
prove public relations." The plaming commission then 
had petitias far nearly 10,000 new houses. Officials 
pointed out that ome school had 121 children in two 
rooms and the basement and 600 were expected by fall. 
Residents have posted signs warning prospective buyers 
to stay away because of the school room shortage. 

Similar warnings to prospective buyers were is- 
sued in the two Illinois suburban towns of Glenview 
and Northbrook, where school board members put signs 
near public schools saying: "School Crisis." "Our 
Schools Are Filled." "Not Enough Mmey for New School 
Buildings." "School Taxes at Maximm Allowed." 

On the negative side. of the picture are some 
prohibitions against requiring dedications or fees: 

Massachusetts communities cannot require them 
for any public purpose. 

"No rule or regulation shall require, and no 
planning board shall impose, as a condition for the 
approval of a plan of a subdivision that any of the 
land within said subdivision be dedicated to the 
public use, or conveyed or released to the common- 
wealth or to the county, city or town in which the 
subdivision is located, for use as a public way, 
public park or playground, or for any other public 
purpose, without just compensation to the owner... " 

The Illinois attorney general, asked for an 
opinion on requirements in Park Ridge and Palatine 
that builders pay $300 a lot to help build schools, 
said that commmities may not enact ordinances re- 
quiring such fees or dedications unless they have 
authorization from the state legislature to do so. 

Although many California cities have been re- 
quiring dedications or fees for park and recreation 
purposes (see May Newsletter, page 34), the Senate 
interim committee om subdivision development and plan- 
ning in a 1955 report recommended that the subdivision 
map act ". . . be amended to prohibit any governing 
body from requiring the dedication of sites or the 
payment of money in lieu of dedication for school 
sites, parks, or other similar purposes, other than 
for improvements as defined in the Subdivision Ma 
Act itself /related to street work, utilities, etc 7} 

The committee criticized the "growing" practice 
of demanding cash payments and dedication of land as 
@ condition to processing a subdivision map, and 
pointed out that this procedure had already been held 
unconstitutional by the attorney general in instances 
relating to counties. 











PERSONALS 


WILLIAM B. ALBRECHT, formerly with the Pinellas 
County Board of Camissioners in Clearwater, Florida, 
is now with the consulting firm of Jommsan, Albrecht 
and Mann in Clearwater, 


HARRY A. ANTHONY has been appointed assistant pro- 
fessor of planning and housing at Columbia University. 
This summer he is touring United States urban areas 
under a William Kinne Fellows traveling fellowship. 


ALLAN J. BARKER, secretary-treasurer of the London 
and Suburban Planning Board, London, Ontario, has 
resigned to enter the ministry of the Anglican church. 


CHARLES B. BENNETT, Los Angeles planning consultant 
and former director of the Los Angeles planning 
department, received the American Institute of 
Planners 1956 Distinguished Service Award at the 
institute's annual meeting. He was cited for "his 
knowledge, his skill as an administrator, his zeal 
in promoting the objectives and ideals of the pro- 
fession [which] have contributed to the acceptance 
of city planning and have brought honor to the pro- 
fession.” Mr. Bennett was president of ASPO for 
two terms and served three terms on the Board of 
Directors. 


T. LEDYARD BLAKEMAN, who has been executive director 
of the Detroit Metropolitan Area Regional Planning 
Commission since 1948, has resigned to enter private 
planning consultant practice. 


T. DALE FEATHERSTON, formerly planning engineer 
in Charlottesville, Virginia, has been named senior 
planner with the firm of Fred W. Tuemmler and Asso- 
ciates, Community Planning and Development Con- 
sultants, Hyattsville, Maryland. 


EDWIN H. FOLK, JR., who for the last two years has 
been research associate on the ASPO staff, has been 
appointed associate city planner in Youngstown, Ohio. 


ROBERT C. HOOVER, planning director of the Morris 
County, New Jersey Planning Board, has been appointed 
to the new position of planning officer for Newark. 


. MORTON LEE ISLER, assistant in the planning program 
at Yale University, has been named senior planner 
for the Rockland County Planning Board, New City, 
New York. 


HANS KLUNDER has been named city planner in Bangor, 
Maine. He was formerly with the New Hampshire State 
Planning and Development Commissian. 


DAVID S. MANEY, formerly junior planner with the 
Upper Montgomery County, Maryland Planning Com- 
mission has been appointed director of planning for 
Sumter, South Carolina. 


HOWARD H. NEHEIMER, formerly with the planning de- 
partment in Phoenix, has been named landscape archi- 
tect for the Air Force academy construction agency 
in Colorado Springs. 
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WILLIAM 0. PARKER has joined the firm of Caudill, 
Rowlett Scott and Associates in Bryan, Texas ag 
director of planning. 


PAUL M. REID has been appointed executive director 
of the Detroit Metropolitan Area Regional Planning 
Commission. He has served as chief planning ana- 
lyst for the commission since 1948. 


DON STANSFIELD, senior planner in Dayton, Ohio, hag 
been appointed to the position of planning supervisor 
on the staff of the New Jersey Department of Conser- 
vation and Economic Development. 


CARROLL M. TABAKA, a recent graduate of the Uni- 
versity of Illinois, has joined the staff of the 
Pittsburgh Regional Planning Association. 


CHARLES T. TOOKER, recent graduate of the University 
of Massachusetts, has been named junior planner for 
the Clark County-Springfield Regional Planning Con- 
mission in Springfield, Ohio. 


ROBERT L. VENABLE, formerly planning director for 
Salinas, California, has been appointed assistant 
planner for the city of Alameda, California. 


HERMAN F, WAGNER has been named planning director 
of the St. Louis County Planning Commission. 


NEAL G. WALTON, director of the Platte County, 
Missouri Planning Commission, is now with the Tulsa 
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission as chief of 
planning administration. 


GARLAND A. WOOD has resigned as city plamner of Rich- 
mond, Virginia, and has formed a planning consulting 
firm, Garland A. Wood and Associates, with head- 
quarters in Richmond. 





ZONING AMENDMENT NOT SUBJECT TO REFERENDUM 


A question infrequently raised in zoning 
law is whether a zoning ordinance is subject to 
referendum. In a decision reported in the June 
ZONING DIGEST, the Supreme Court of Nebraska 
held that an amendment to the zoning ordinance 
is not subject to referendum, even though the 
original ordinance might have been. 

An office building zone was held illegal 
in New Jersey in another case reported, and in 
two Ohio decisis it was held that trailer parks 
may be prohibited within townships. 

Does a customary home occupation require 
residence on the premises? This matter was 
determined in a New Jersey decision. To what 
extent may zoning be used as evidence of a change 
in conditions in a private restriction case? 
Must a church be allowed in a residence district? 
Two decisions in the June issue deal with these 
subjects. In all, the June issue summarizes 30 
decisions. 

ZONING DIGEST subscription rates are avail- 
able upon request to ASPO. 
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Streets: Abutting Property Owner Has No Property 
Right in Continuation of Flow of Traffic. Center 
Line Barrier. 

Walker ve. State of Washington, Supreme Court 
of Washington, March 29, 1956, 295 P.2d 328. 

Suit was brought to restrain the state highway 
commission from installing a concrete center line 
curb on @ portion of Highway No. 2. Plaintiffs 
own property used for 4 motel on the south side of 
this highway. Access is from 500 feet of frontage 
along the south side of the highway. Plaintiffs 
contend that most of the users of their motel are 
forced to make a left hand turn across the highway 
in order to enter their property, and that the con- 
struction of the center line barrier will deprive 
the property of egress and ingress and will severely 
damage the motel. 

The court said the question is whether an abut- 
ting property owner is entitled to compensation 
because an alleged diminution of the right of ingress 
and egress arises out of the installation by the 
highway authorities of a curb or dividing section 
in the center of a four-lane highway. 

The court said that the owner of property abut- 
ting upon @ public thoroughfare has a right to free 
and convenient access thereto. This right of ingress 
and egress attaches: to the land and is a property 
right as complete as ownership of the land itself. 

The court went on to say that plaintiffs have 
no property right in the continuation or miintenance 
of the flow of traffic past their property. They 
still have free and unhampered ingress and egress 
to their property. Once on the highway, to which 
they have free access, they are in the same position 
and subject to the same police power regulations 
as every other member of the traveling public. 
Rerouting and diversion of traffic are police power 
regulations. Circuity of route, resulting from an 
exercise of the police power, is an incidental result 
of a lawful act. The court said this was not 4 
taking or damaging of a property right. 














Trailers May Be Regulated but Not Prohibited. Can 
Be Regulated re. a 
Individual Lot. 


Morris etal. ve Township of Elk, inthe County 
of Gloucester, New Jersey, Superior Court of New 
Jersey, April 7, 1956, 122 A.2d 15. 

Plaintiff is the owner of a 5O foot by 100 foot 
lot upon which a trailer had been placed. The town- 
ship of Elk adopted an ordinance in which it attempted 
to prohibit the use of a trailer as a dwelling wit 
when located on a privately owned lot, unless the 
wheels were removed and the trailer was made a 
permanent or semi-permanent structure attached to 
the land. Subject to the building, sanitation, and 
zoning ordinances, another aspect of the ordinance 
attempted to declare the placing of a single trailer 
m & privately owned lot a trailer camp subject to 
regulation and license. 

The court asked the question, "Does the placing 
of one trailer on a vacant lot of land constitute 
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& camp site?” 


The court answered this in the neg- 
ative by saying that the framers of the statute 
authorizing the regulation of trailer camps had in 
mind the regulation and licensing of a business and 
that the mre placing of oe trailer (or 20 trailers) 
upon the land does not constitute a trailer park or 


camp site. "It is the conduct of the business which 
the municipality has the right to regulate and to 
license. ..." 

The court went on to say that the ordinance 
sought to prohibit the owner of a trailer from park- 
ing or placing same upon his own land for the pur- 
pose of occupancy. The answer was that prohibition, 
as distinguished from regulation, was not contem- 
plated by the trailer park statute. 


Industrial Building for Relief of Unemployment Held 
Proper Municipal Purpose. 

Dyche ve. City of London, Court of Appeals of 
Kentucky, March 23, 1956, 288 S.W.2d 648. 

The city of London, Kentucky had voted a bond 
issue to finance the construction of an industrial 
building, which will be leased to private industry. 
The purpose of the building is to attract new industry 
to the area and thereby reduce unemployment, which 
apparently had reached an abnormal point. 

It was contended that the project was not for 
@ public purpose and that the lease of the proposed 
building to a private corporation would amount to a 
loaning of the city's credit. to the corporation 
in violation of the Kentucky constitution. 

The court said, "The validity of a project of 
this type, which closely approaches public aid to 
private industrial interests, depends entirely upon 
the existence of underlying economic conditims which 
render the project essentially one of a 'public' 
nature. We think the City mst establish with clear 
and convincing: proof that such conditions exist. 
Since the record reveals that widespread unemployment 
exists in the City and its surrounding area, and 
shows that many citizens are in dire need of employ- 
ment which they are more likely to obtain if new 
industry can be attracted to the area, we think the 
burden of proof imposed upon the City has been met." 

The court went on to say that it had already 
held that the care of the indigent poor, closely 
related to the relief of unemployment, is a "public 
purpose" for which the taxing power may be exercised. 

The court held the undertaking to be lawful. 





Eminent Domain: 

8. 

State of Missouri ve. Williams, Supreme Court 
of Missouri, April g, 1956, 239 S.W.2d 64. 

The state highway commission condemmed all of 
defendant's property, which consisted of a frame 
house, garage, and another building. The property 


Zoning as an Element in Determining 





was zoned R-1 (residence), but testimony was intro- 
duced showing its value for commercial purposes. 
The court held this testimony was proper. 

A full summary of this decision will appear in 
the ZONING DIGEST. 
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Publications listed on this page are available from 
the publishers; not from ASPO. They represent only a 
fraction of the mere than 600 that ASPO gets monthly. 


ZONING ADVANCES IN THE NEW JERSEY-NEW YORK-CONNECTICUT 
METROPOLITAN REGION. Regional Plan Association, Inc., 
205 East 42nd Street, New York 17; Henry Fagin, 
Planning Director. 1956. 32 pp., illus., maps, 
charts, tables. $5. 

The examples quoted in this bulletin are taken 
only from zoning ordinances in the New York metro- 
politan area. Nevertheless, the range of solutions 
to zoning and development problems is so wide that 
national coverage would add relatively little. This 
does not purport to be & manual, but it is the most 
complete discussion of advances and experiments in 
zoning that has yet appeared. It is highly recon- 
mended. (DOH) 


USE VARIANCES IN ZONING. Bureau of Municipal Research 
and Service, University of Oregon, Eugene; Herman 
Kehrli, Director. 1955. 48 pp., tables. $1. 

After reading this, the best you can say is that 
we are fortunate to have our zoning ordinances messed 
up no more than they are. This illustrates the 
confusion in zoning today. (DOH) 


A THOROUGHFARE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF PORTSMOUTH, NEW 
HAMPSHIRE. New Hampshire State Planning and Develop- 
ment Commission, State House Annex, Concord, New 
Hampshire; Ernest L. Sherman, Executive Director. 
Planning and Renewal Associates, Newton Centre, 
Massachusetts, Consultants. 1956. 22 pp., maps. 


PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR MAJOR THOROUGHFARES IN NORTHERN 
WESTCHESTER. Westchester County Department of Plan- 
ning, 910 County Office Building, White Plains, New 
York; Hugh R. Pomeroy, Director. 1956. 37 pp., maps. 
Limited quantity available. 


WAGON ROADS TO EXPRESSWAYS. Oakland County Planning 
Commission, 1 Lafayette Street, Pontiac, Michigan; 
George N. Skrubb, Director. 1956. 43 pp., illus. 

A summary report of progress in providing 
modern roads in the Detroit metropolitan area. 


‘ROAD CLASSIFICATION PLAN. Upper Montgomery County 
Planning Commission, County Office Building, Rock- 
ville, Maryland; Thomas Kelley, Chairman. 1956. 
100 pp., maps, tables. 


POPULATION -- KANSAS CITY METROPOLITAN AREA. 41 pp., 
maps, charts, tables. $3.50. POPULATION -- CLAY 
AND PLATTE COUNTIES. 27 pp., maps, charts, tables. 
$3.50. 1955. City Plan Commission, 15th Floor, 
City Hall, Kensas City 6, Missouri; Philip E. Geissal, 
Chief Planning Engineer. 


NINTH REGIONAL CONFERENCE. British Columbia Division, 
Community Planning Association of Canada, 1205, 736 
Granville Street, Vancouver; W. T. Lane, Chairman. 
1956. 60 pp. 

Eleven papers given at the 1956 conference. 


—. 


AS OUR CITY GROWS. Cincinnati City Planning Commis. 
sion, Room 222, City Hall, Cin- 

cinnati 2; H. W. Stevens, Direct- EACH YEAR WE A 
or of Planning. 1955. Unpaged, --~ more jobs 
charts. 

An attractive publicity panm- 
phlet, cleverly illustrated to 
give the layman 4 quick picture 
of the growth in population, in- 
come, homes, labor, industry, and 
business. 





HOW SHALL WE GROW? Charleston County Planning Board, 
Room 434, The Center, Charleston, South Carolina; 
W. C. Dutton, Jr., Director of Planning. 1956, 
83 pp., maps, tables. $1. 

An unusual report that is almost a simple text- 
book in planning, 


MANHATTANVILLE TWO YEARS LATER -- A Second Look at 
Tenant Relocation. Women's City Club of New York, 
Inc., 277 Park Avenue, New York 17. 1956. 39 pp. 

A follow-up study of what happens to families 
forced to move because of a redevelopment project, 
In the current study, 142 of 400 families previously 
interviewed were traced. Major findings are: (1) 
displaced families did not receive adequate aid fron 
the site office; (2) private housing within their 
means was not available; (3) the quality of housing 
was better; and (4) most families were satsified 
with their new neighborhoods. 


1955 RELOCATION IN CHICAGO. Office of the Housing 
and Redevelopment Coordinator, 69 West Washington 
Street, Chicago 2; James C. Downs, Jr., Coordinator, 
1956. 10 pp., map, tables. 


NEW LIFE IN SAINT PAUL. City Planning Board, 1315 
Court House, St. Paul, Minnesota; C. D. Loeks, Plan- 
ning Director. 1956. 26 pp., tables. 50 cents, 

St. Paul's workable program for urban renewal, 


PARKS AND RECREATION AREAS AND FACILITIES. Metropoli- 
tan Area Planning Commission of Pulaski County, 209} 
West Second Street, Little Rock, Arkansas; Jom 
Crane, Director. 47 pp., maps, tables. 


FUTURE WATER SUPPLY REQUIREMENTS FOR MORRIS COUNTY. 
Morris County Planning Board, Court House, Morris- 
tom, New Jersey; Robert C. Hoover, Planning Director. 
1956. 29 pp., maps, charts tables. 50 cents. 


THE MUNICIPAL DISTRICT OF STONY PLAIN - A General 
Plan. Edmonton District Planning Commission, 10523 
100th Avenue, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada; L. Gertler, 
Director. 1956. 39 pp., illus. $2.75. 


PUNCHED CARD PRIMER. By Burton Dean Friedman. Public 
Administration Service, 1313 East 60th Street, Chi- 
cago 37, Illinois. 1955. 77 pp., illus. $3.50. 

An interesting book, which aims only to inform 
in a general manner. No particular manufacturer's 
line is recommended above another. 
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